REMARKS: 

The Examiner rejected claims 2, 3, 4, and 5 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Takasaki U.S. Patent No. 4,969,201 ("Takasaki"). 

I. Claim 2, as amended, and Claim 5, as amended, are not anticipated by 

Takasaki. 

Takasaki describes "polygonal-line processing" of dot-line image data. Takasaki 
4:14. This process identifies what Takasaki calls "image structuring points." Takasaki 
4:31-32. Takasaki describes a process that determines whether a given "image 
structuring point[]" is a "polygonal-line structuring point." Takasaki 4:45. After 
identification of polygonal-line structuring points, Takasaki describes a process that 
determines whether three adjacent polygonal-hne structuring points are determined to 
be "arcuate or circular arc segments." Takasaki 6:10. 

Takasaki does not describe a method for analyzing a scribble to determine spUne 
knots. The phrase "arcuate or circular arc segment" is not defined in Takasaki, but is 
understood to refer to any portion (other than the entire curve) of the circumference of 
a circle. Figure 5 of Takasaki also shows an "arc" that is a portion of the circumference 
of a circle. By contrast, as disclosed in the apphcation, "[sjplines are curves, which are 
usually required to be continuous and smooth. Splines are usually defined as piecewise 
polynomials of degree n with function values and first n-l derivatives that agree at the 
points where they join. The abscissa values of the join points are called knots." 
Application 7:10-13. Not all splines are circles. 
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Accordingly, Takasaki does not disclose a method for determining a method of 
identifying a spline knot in a scribble. The Application discloses such a method: it 
defines "important points" to include spline knots. Therefore, Claim 2 (as amended), 
Claim 5 (as amended), and Claim 3 (dependent on the amended Claim 2) are not 
anticipated by Takasaki and a rejection of those claims under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) would 
be improper, 

11. Claim 4 is not anticipated by Takasaki. 
The Examiner rejected Claim 4 giving as explanation "please refer back to claim 
2 for further explanation." Claim 4 is independent of Claim 2. Claim 4 claims a 
"method of determining whether a set of points in a scribble . . . resembles either a 
curve or a line segment," in which the "statistical distribution" of "the distance of at 
least two points . , . from a postulated line" is analyzed to see if it "meets 
predetermined criteria." The specification illustrates one possible statistical analysis 
at 14:11 to 15:24. 

Takasaki does not describe a statistical analysis to determine whether a set of 
points in a scribble between two points resembles either a curve or a Une segment. 
Takasaki describes a method of determining whether three adjacent structuring points 
line on an "arcuate or circular arc segment[]." Takasaki 6:10. Takasaki describes that 
method as postulating a circle passing through the three structuring points, and 
measuring the distance between that circle and the midpoints on postulated line 
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segments connecting the three structuring points. See Takasaki 5:60-6:35. Takasaki 
expressly states that the invention described does not use "statistical processing." 
Takasaki 6:62-63. 

Accordingly, Takasaki does not disclose a method of determining whether a set 
of points in a scribble resembles either a curve or a hne segment through the use of 
statistical analysis. Therefore, Claim 4 is not anticipated by Takasaki and a rejection of 
that claim under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) would be improper. 

III. Changes to the specification 
All requested changes to the specification are made for the purpose of 
correcting typographical errors, and do not substantively change the specification. 



Date: November 15, 2004 



By: 




4718 17th St. N 
Arlington, VA 22207 



(703) 243-2936 
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